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had crept into previous copies, through the negligence or 
mistake of transcribers ; he collected together all the 
books of which the Holy Scriptures then consisted, and 
disposed them in proper order, settling the canon of 
Scriptures for his time ; he added, in several places 
throughout the various books, what appeared necessary 
for illustrating, connecting, or completing them, wherein 
he was assisted by the same Holy Spirit by whose in- 
fluence they were at first written. He changed the old 
names of places, grown obsolete," &c. So I believe the 
Books of Samuel, Kings, and Chronicles were divided 
into sections, before Ezra's revision, every section or 
part, each part bearing the writer's name ; in proof of 
which I would refer the " Inquirer" to the first Book of 
Samuel. There we are told that Samuel is the writer as 
far as the 25th chapter, &c. ; so it is reasonable to believe 
that Ezra, in his revision, would leave out those names, 
and unite the sections into consistent volumes, &c, to 
the end that they might be the better preserved, for the 
"grass witheretb, the flower fadeth, but the word of 
our God shall stand for ever." — Isaiah xL 8. Again, 
" It is easier for heaven and earth to pass than one tittle 
of the law to fail or fall." — Luke xvi. 17. I would sin- 
■cerely hope that the " Inquirer" would meditate over 
these things, and charitably consider the whole matter ; 
and I firmly believe that he will come to the same 
contusion as his well-wishing and humble friend in 
Christ, 

A CoHVEBT PROM THE CHURCH OF ROME, 

and a Lath an. C — y. 



THE LETTER OF " AN INQUIRER." 
(Continued from our last Number.) 

That the traditions of the Church then, as well as the 
written Word of God, are to be accredited, appears to 
me by the following : — 

That our Lord attached importance to the writings 
of the prophets is clear from Luke xvi. 31 — " And he 
said to them, if they hear not Moses and the pro. 
pkets, neither will they believe if one rise again from the 
dead ;" and, xxv. 27 — " And beginning at Moses and 
all the prophets, he expounded to them in all the Scrip, 
lures the things that were concerning him." Now, our 
Lord, in expounding to his Apostles all the prophets, 
must have included those prophetical writings not now 
extant. That the Apostles could not have taught their 
disciples (and successors) any other doctrines than those 
received by them ; and that, by perpetual succession of 
lawful pastors, these doctrines— traditions — could not be 
vitiated by the church, and, therefore, to be received 
by us with equal reverence as the now written Word 
of God, I shall endeavour to show as far as I can. It 
will be evident, from the following texts, that the church 
could not err in what she taught and teaches (I, of 
course, argue not for her in secular infallibility') ; and, 
hence, that she must be infallible ; .and, if so, how reject 
her traditions ? 

1st Thes. ii. 13 — " When ye received the word of 
God, which ye heard of us, ye received it not as the 
word of men, but (as it really is) the word of God ;" 
therefore a very fit Rule of Faith, even before it was 
written ! Rom. xvi. 17 — " Now I beseech you, brethren, 
mark them which cause divisions and offences contrary 
to the doctrine which you have learned," where as yet 
he had written nothing to the Galatians ; for where is 
any such writing? St. Paul also says (Gal. i. 6) — "I 
marvel that so soon you are removed from him who 
called you into the grace of Christ unto another 
gospel" — removed, I say, from the faith I delivered, 
which was true, though not a written gospel ; and, in 
verse 8, he says — "Although we or an angel from 
heaven preach any other gospel unto you than that ye 
have received, let him be accursed." The Galatians 
received at the time nothing in writing ; they had all 
by oral tradition, and yet, in verse 9, he says, more 
vehemently — "As we have said before, so I say dow 
again, if any man preach any other gospel unto you 
than that you have received, be he accursed." But 
how, it may be asked, do we know that the traditions 
which we have now are apostolical? (I make no distinc- 
tion between divine and apostolical tradition.) I answer, 
that a true apostolical tradition is handed down by a 
full unanimous report of all Catholic nations, attested 
by their universal practice and uniform doctrine. What 
is thus delivered is the doctrine of the church diffused, 
and therefore infallible. Upon this ground alone you 
and we receive such and such Scripture as canonical, 
and such and such copies of the Scripture as authentic. 
The church's unit)/ of doctrine all over the world goes 
also far to prove the infallible source whence Bhe derived 
her traditions. How explicit are these texts! PsaL 
lxxxix. 4 — " I have made a covenant with my chosen, 
I have sworn to David, my servant, thy seed will I es- 
tablish for ever, and I will build up my throne to all 
generations." All which is verified in Christ only, who, 
in hischurch;(Luke i. 32), " hath given him the seat of 
David, his father, and he shall reign in the house of 
Jacob for ever, and of his kingdom there shall be no 
end." What a promise of everlasting perpetuity to 
ius church 1 And, lest any one should think that Mb 
promise might be made void by any sins of hers, or to 
be made only on condition of their walking in his com- 
laandments, we find in the same Psalm, 27, 37 "And I 



will put him, the first begotten, high above the kings of 
the earth ; I will keep my mercy unto him for ever, and 
my testament faithful unto him. I will put his seed for 
ever and ever and his throne as the days of heaven. 
But if his children shall forsake my law (this cannot pos- 
sibly be of the elect), and will not walk in my judgments ; 
if they will profane my justices, and not keep my com- 
mandments, I will visit their iniquities with a rod, and 
their sins with stripes." He does not threaten that he 
would allow them to fall into doctrinal error ; but " my 
loving kindness I will not take away from him, nor 
suffer my faithfulness to fail. My covenant will I not 
break, nor the thing which is gone out of my lips. 
Once have I sworn in my holiness, if I lie to David, his 
seed shall continue for ever, and his throne as the sun 
in my Bight, and as the moon, perfect for ever. " Ob- 
serve how perfect the church was to be preserved, and, 
consequently, incapable of error I The above promises 
were made of Christ, "the son of David, the son of 
Abraham." — Matt. i. 1. 

Isaiah is full to this purpose. Chap. xlix. 14, 16 — 
"And Zion said, our Lord hath forsaken me, and our 
Lord hath forgotten me. Why can a woman forget her 
infant, that she will not have pity on the son of her 
womb ? And if she should forget, yet I will not forget 
thee. Behold I have written thee in my hands." And, 
liv. 9, 12 — " As in the days of Noah is this thing to 
me, to whom I swore I would bring in no more the 
waters of Noah upon the earth ; so have I swore not to 
be angry with thee, nor to rebuke thee. For the moun- 
tains shall (sooner) be moved, and hills tremble : but 
my mercy shall not depart from thee, and the covenant 
of my peace shall not be moved, said our Lord, thy 
miserator. Poor little one, shaken with tempest, without 
all comfort, behold I will lay thy stones in order (to with- 
stand any tempest), and will found thee in sapphires, 
and I will put the jasper stone for thy munitions." And 
again, Ix. 15 — " I will make thee the pride of worlds, a 
joy unto generation and generation." That the church 
would be made the pride of worlds, frc, and allow er- 
ror to creep into it, would be incompatible with the fore- 
going word of God. " Iniquity shall be no more heard 
in thy land, waste and destruction in thy borders, and 
salvation shall occupy thy walls, and praise thy gates." 
What more salutary than to be confident of the church in 
which salvation is certain ? Verse 20 — "Thy sun shall 
go down ;u> more, and thy moon shall not be diminished, 
because the Lord shall be unto thee an everlasting Ugh', 
and the days of thy mourning shall be ended." How 
could the church have dark ages (when error is said to 
have crept into it) while the Lord himself promised to 
be to her an everlasting light ? Her infallibility, there- 
fore, is proved from Scripture as clearly as a mathema- 
tical proposition whose solution is indirectly obtained. 

To multiply more proofs I think is unnecessary : a 

few more, however, and I have done. Is. lxii. 3. 6 

" Thou shalt be a crown of glory in the hand of our 
Lord, and the diadem of a kingdom in the hand of thy 
God. Upon thy walls, Jerusalem, I have placed watch- 
men all the day and all the night ; for ever they shall 
not hold their peace." What clearer proof of the visibi- 
lity of the church, in her watchmen and pastors ; and 
v. 12 — "Thou shalt be a city sought for and notforsaken." 
How forsaken would God's church be if he allowed her 
to teach error I Again, Jer. xxxiii. 17, 18 — "There 
shall not fail of David a man to sit on the throne of Is- 
rael, and of the priests and Levites, there Bhall not fail 
before my face a man to offer holocausts, and to burn 
sacrifices, and to kill victims all days." Behold a suc- 
cession of lawful priests still offering sacrifices — ex- 
pressed by the priests and sacrifices as were then only 
known; and, "If my covenant with the day can be 
made void with David my servant, that there may not 
be of him a son (a vicar or vicegerent) to reign in his 
throne, and the Levites and prieBts my ministers." Yea, 
v. 22 — " Even as the stars in heaven cannot be num- 
bered, and the sand of the sea be measured, so will I 
multiply the seed of David my servant, and the Levites 
my ministers." The church is above shown to be visi- 
ble, and governed in perpetual succession by lawful pas- 
tors ; here, a son (or vicar) to reign in David's throne. 
Why, then, refuse to admit the visible head ot the church 
to be Christ's vicar on earth ? And how vast Christ's 
Church when compared to " the stars in the heaven," 
and the grains of " sand of the sea !" This passage 
does not countenance that the Church of Christ could 
be " a small fold," as the Vaudois Church must have 
been, at least in my opinion. 

The points at issue being fundamental ones, you will 
pardon me if I go a little farther ; indeed, my letter has 
already extended beyond what I first imagined. I will, 
therefore, draw to as speedy a close as possible. We 
find, Dan. ii. 44, "In the days of those kingdoms the 
God of heaven shall raise us a kingdom that shall not 
be dissipated for ever ; and this kingdom shall not be 
delivered to another people, and it shall consume all the 
(idolatrous) kingdoms, and it shall stand for ever in 
the quality of a kingdom." How, unless having a 
visible head ? To govern this kingdom (the church) 
" He gave some apostles, some prophets, and other 
some pastors and doctors," &c, until we meet all in the 

unity of faith, which will not be till the world's end 

Ephes. iv. 11. 



How can we doubt the truth of the doctrines by thosS 
taught, when, in addition to this passage, our Lord 
himself saithto his apostles (Matth. xxxiii. 20)— "Be- 
hold, I am with you all days, even to the consummation 
of the world >" As the apostles w ere not to live to the 
end of the world, it is evident that Christ meant both 
them and their lawful successors. Therefore, a lawful 
succession of pastors must needs, in all ages, to the 
end of time, be found in the church, at least without 
any considerable interruption, as the foregoing texts also 
fully prove. 

In what other than the Roman Church, tken, is thin 
perpetual succession found f This visible head we de- 
signate by the name of Pope — a significant name, when 
its etymology is ascertained to mean " Father." 

One text more, and I conclude for the present. Thai 
God seems to glory in the multitude of those who con- 
fidently resort to the church, as a mistress of assured 
truth, to be instructed by her, Isaiaa says (ii. 3)— 
"Let us go to the mountain of our Lord, and he will 
teach us his ways, and we shall walk in his paths, and 
he shall judge among the nations." Here is a court or 
tribunal erected in his church to decide controversies. 
Whose decision is final unless that of a judge t 

On all these texts I leave you, sir, and the public to 
decide ; and again requesting that you will not look on 
this as emanating from me in any other than the most 
friendly feeling, 

I remain.sir, yours, fee.. 

An Inquirer. 

Celbridge, June 24, 1852. 

If the Celbridge "Inquirer" had read more carefully 
what we have written about tradition and Scripture, he 
might have left out some of his letter. 

In our article on the " Rule of Faith," in our number 
for June, on which the "Inquirer" comments, we said— 
" We know perfectly well that a doctrine is in itself 
neither more nor less the Word of God for being written 
or unwritten. We are fully aware that the doctrines 
now contained in Scripture were for some time un- 
written traditions. We are, consequently, quite pre- 
pared to receive as authoritative and obligatory, any un- 
written tradition, provided it can be shown, by unques- 
tionable proof, to be derived from an inspired origin." 

We do not see how it is any answer to this to bring 
forward 1 Thes., c. 2, v. 1 3, and many other passages 
of Scripture, to prove that what inspired Apostles spoke 
was of as great authority as what they wrote. That, 
surely, is no proof against what we have said. 

What we want to know is this — Are we sure that 
what the Popo and the Roman Church say now was 
said by the Apostles ? We do not insist on its being 
shown to us that the Apostles wrote it. If any one can 
show us that they said it, that will be enough for the ar- 
gument in hand. What we want is proof of the fact 
that they said it ; we do not want proof that their say- 
ing it was as good as their writing it : though even on 
that point we may have something to say hereafter. 
For instance, take this article of the Creed of Pope 
Pius IV. : — " I confess that under one kind only (i.e., 
bread or wine alone) whole and entire Christ, and a 
true Sacrament, is taken and received." We know 
that the Pope, and the Council of Trent, and the modern 
Roman Church, do say this. We know, also, that the 
Roman Church, for 1,200 years, did not say it (see our 
June number, page 63). We want to know, " Is this 
an apostolical tradition ?" Can any one give us proof 
that the Apostles said this ? We do not ask for proof 
that they wrote it ; we know they did not write it. 
But if any one can prove to us that they said it, we are 
willing to admit that it is true. If no one can give us 
that proof, we will not believe it. 

Is it any answer to this to tell us that what the Apos- 
tles said is as good as what they wrote ? Admitting that, 
we ask for proof that they did say this ; and no one at- 
tempts to give us such proof. This is the actual state of 
the question. 

The only proof that the "Inquirer" offers, is taken 
from some of the prophecies, Psalm lxxxix. 4, and Luke 
i. 32. Oa these, the " Inquirer" observes — " What a 
promise of everlasting perpetuity to his church!" Now, 
we believe in the everlasting perpetuity of Christ's 
Church. But this is not the question between us and 
the " Inquirer." We trust the Church of Christ may 
be perpetual, although the Bishop of Rome, and some 
other Italian and Spanish bishops, may have fallen into 
errors at Treat. There was once a church in Africa, 
the church of Augustine and Optatus, containing, 
perhaps, 2,000 bishops. That church has ceased to 
exist centuries ago. Yet Christ's Church is perpetual. 
Were all Italy and Spain to become Mahomedan or 
heathen, like Africa, surely Christ would still have 
a church on earth. And if the total destruction of the 
Italian Church would not destroy the perpetuity of 
Christ's Church, much less can her errors do so. 

The "Inquirer" quotes, also, Psalm lxxxviii. 31, 
Douay Bible (" Inquirer's" reference is not correct) — 
" If his children shall forsake my law, and will not 
walk in my judgments — if they will profane my justicea, 
and not keep my commandments, I will visit their ini- 
quities with a rod, and their sins with stripes." Does 
this prove that they cannot forsake his law, or depart 
from his commandments ? It seems to us rather to 
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toprove that they can. Will the " Inquirer," or any one 
else, say that the Popes hare never departed from God's 
Lav, or refused to walk in his judgments ? If any one 
will venture to say this, we will answer him by printing 
some extracts from Cardinal Baronius, the most ap- 
proved historian of the Church of Rome. 

Our " Inquirer" relies very much on the prophecies of 
Isaiah. We will not follow him into all his passages. 
We ask for proof that these prophecies were intended 
to apply to the church in her present state. We know 
that the Church of Christ is to exist hereafter in a glo- 
rified and triumphant state. We know that there are 
many prophecies which describe her as she shall be in 
that state. But the " Inquirer" seems to forget this 
entirely j and every prophecy which he finds about her 
he applies to the church in its present state, without 
considering to what state it was intended to apply. 

He quotes Isaiah liv. He does not quote verse 7 — ' ' For 
a small moment have I forsaken thee, but with great 
mercies will I gather thee." With God 1,000 years are 
but as a day, and it is no more, in comparison of the 
eternal destiny of his church. Will "Inquirer" say 
that the church cannot err, during the time, long 
or short, of which this verse speaks ? He quotes verse 
12 — " I will lay thy stones in order, and found thee in 
sapphires, and I will put the jasper stone for thy 
munitions." We ask him to compare this with 
Apocalypse, or Revelation, ch. xxi., v. 19, &c., and con- 
sider to what state of the church this prophecy is to be 
applied. 

Again, he quotes Isaiah, ch. lx., v. 18, as describing 
the present state of the Church of Rome — "Iniquity 
shall be no more heard in thy land, waste and destruc- 
tion in thy borders ; and salvation shall occupy thy 
walls, and praise thy gates." 

Is Rome without iniquity ? Have her own historians 
never said, that many successive Popes were monsters 
of iniquity, who filled her city and her land with their 
crimes ? and was this the time of which the prophet 
said — " Iniquity shall be no more heard in thy land?" 
Or was there no waste or desiruction in her borders 
when, but two years ago, Rome was besieged and taken 
by a French army ? 

Does not " An Inquirer" see that if these prophecies 
were indeed spoken of the Church of Rome, in her pre- 
sent state, they prove that she is without sin, as well as 
without error ? If these prophecies prove that the Pope 
cannot err, they prove also that he cannot sin. We 
believe all Roman Catholics will admit that he can sin, 
like other men ; and in admitting this they admit that 
these prophecies are not spoken of him. 

Again, he applies verse 20 to the Roman Church in 
her present state — " Thy sun shall go down no more, 
and thy moon shall not be diminished, because the Lord 
shall be unto thee an everlasting light, and the days of 
thy mourning shall be ended." 

The whole of this verse evidently applies to one and 
the same time, whenever that time shall be. Do the 
last words refer to the present or a. future time ? 

We answer this from two encyclical letters, one pub- 
lished by Pope Gregory XVI., in 1832 — •' We come 
now to another most abundant source of evils, with 
which we grieve to see the church afflicted;" the other, 
that of Pope Pius IX., dated 21st November, 1851, an- 
nouncing the new Jubilee — " In the midst of the inces- 
sant and painful solicitudes with which the calamity of 
the times overwhelms us, . . . it is for us no slight 
subject of sorrow to behold what a sad and lamentable 
spectacle is presented by our holy religion, and civil so- 
ciety, in those calamitous times." Does the Pope grieve 
thus over the church in that time of which the pro- 
phet said, "the days of thy mourning shall be ended?" 
We think not ; we think that these are the days of 
mourning, and so thought Pope Gregory XVI., and we 
see from the above that Pope Pius IX. thinks so too. And 
so we take it for certain that these prophecies relate to a 
future, and not to the present state of the church. And 
comparing this verse of Isaiah with Apocalyse, or Reve- 
lation, ch. xxi., v. 23, we find that this prophecy is to 
be accomplished in the New Jerusalem ; and we find, 
from v. 4, that the time shall be when " God shall wipe 
away all tears from their eyes ; and death shall be no 
more, nor mourning, nor crying, nor sorrow shall be 
any more, for the former things are passed away." 

Sad would it be, indeed, for the Church of God, if 
she could hope for no better fulfilment of these glorious 
prophecies than what can be found in the present con- 
dition of the Church of Rome. 

The " Inquirer" seems to apply to the priests of the 
Roman Church Jeremiah xxxiii. 18 — " To kill vic- 
tims all days." Will he tell us what victims they kill ? 
If they kill none, what claim have they to this pro- 
phecy more than we ? 

He asks why we will refuse to admit the Pope to be 
Christ's vicar on earth, when Jeremiah, in the place 
referred to above, says, that David shall never be 
without " a son (a vicar or vicegerent) to reign in his 
throne." We answer, simply because St. Luke tells us 
ch. i. v. 32, that Christ himself is that son, who shall reign 
in the throne of David for ever. And, therefore, we 
cannot consent to the "Inquirer" putting in "a vicar 
or vicegerent" into that prophecy, and into that throne, 
out of his own head. 



He reminds us of Daniel's prophecy, that the king- 
dom of Christ shall last for ever, and asks — " How, 
unless having a visible head ?" We cannot see that it 
is beyond the power of Christ to govern his spiritual 
kingdom without the help of a man to take his place. 
Christ tells us that his kingdom is not of this world. 
Why, then, must it be governed like the kingdoms of 
this world ? Christ also tells us, " The kingdom of God 
is within you." Christ has also promised that he him- 
self will dwell in us. We think that Christ dwelling 
within us is the only proper head of his kingdom, which 
is within us. How can any man be the bead of that 
kingdom ? 

Lastly, he quotes Isaiah ii. 3, saying that the Lord shall 
judge among the nations. That seems to us a good 
reason for looking to the judgment of the Lord, and 
3eeking for it in his Word. Can he show us where it is 
jaid that the Pope shall judge amongst the nations? 

We return to the instance we have selected. Did 
the Apostles say, that " whole Christ" was contained in 
the bread by itself, and also in the wine by itself? We 
do not ask for proof that the Apostles wrote this. We are 
content to take the proof that they said it. Who will 
give us such proof ? And are we expected to believe 
without proof ? 

This cannot he proved to us by taking prophecies that 
describe the church when the days of her mourning 
shall be ended, and applying them to the days when 
the Popes themselves are mourning over the afflic- 
tions of the church. Let us have proof of the fact that 
the Apostles said this, and we will believe it. Will "An 
Inquirer" believe it, when he can find no proof of it at 
all? 

We hope our correspondent will receive and consider 
what we have written as emanating from the same 
friendly feeling which he expresses towards us at the 
close of his letter. Would that a like spirit guided all 
controversy, " with all humility and mildness, with pa- 
tience, supporting one another in charity, careful to 
keep the unity of the spirit in the bond of peace." 
— Ephesians iv., 2 and 3, Douay Bible. "We are all 
brethren : why should we strive ?" — St. Augustine, Op. 
Tom. iv., p. 102. 



ANSWER TO NOTES AND QUERIES. 
The following appears in the September number of 
the Catholic Layman : — 

" NOTES AND QUERIES. 

" Can any one explain why, in the Roman Catholic 
creed, the Creed of Pope Pius the Fourth, the word 
' Amen' is put in the middle and not at the end ? Or 
is there any other instance in the Catholic Church, 
since it began, of this word Amen being put in the 
middle of either a profession of faith or a prayer, and 
not at the end of it?" 

"TO THE EDITOR OF THE CATHOLIC LAYMAN. 

" * A Friend to Truth' wishes to know if he be correct 
in saying that the Church of Rome does not allow the 
sacrament of Extreme Unction to a criminal that is to 
be executed?" 

To the first I beg to observe, that in the Roman 
Ritual, the profession of Catholic Faith, somewhat 
erroneously called the Creed of Pope Pius the Fourth, 
commences with the Nicene Creed, and at the con- 
clusion thereof (the Nicene Creed) the word " Amen" 
is put after the last sentence — "the life of the world to 
come. Amen" — as it is to be found in the Book of 
Common Prayer, and, of course, whenever the Nicene 
Creed is recited. The remainder is a profession of 
faith more explanatory and in detail, in which the 
word Amen does not occur at all — beginning, middle, or 
end. 

" A Friend to Truth" is informed, that had he con- 
sulted the general catechisms for the use of schools, he 
would have learned that the sacrament of Extreme 
Unction is administered only to such as are in danger 
of death by sickness ; consequently, that neither a cri- 
minal about to be executed, norasoldier going to battle 
is a fit recipient of this sacrament. 

One good turn deserves another ; will you, therefore, 
do me a favour in kind, by answering a note and query 
of my own ? 

In two late numbers of the Catholic Layman I per- 
ceiveyou have been ingeniously takings correspondent of 
yours to task, touching the Roman Catholic interpreta- 
tion of Scripture. This induces me to inquire, among 
the different interpretations of the Bible put forward 
by Protestantism, since the Reformation, which is the 
true one, or where I can find the sense in which the 
Protestant Church has held and does hold the Holy 
Scriptures ? 

Believing that such an interpretation is somewhat 
inconsistent with prieate judgment, of which you are so 
great an advocate, I should not have asked the question 
at all, were it not that I have it upon the authority of 
Mr. Napier, in the House of Commons, May 21, 1852, 
that " the Church of England has now become an active 
and living interpreter of God's Word." 

All very good; but, where is its true sense of the 



Holy Scriptures to be found. Has it ever been pub- 
lished f 

A Friend to Inquiry, because 
it elicits Truth. 

Our correspondent says — " The remainder (of Pope 
Pius' Creed) is a profession of faith, more explanatory 
and in detail." 

Of what is it explanatory f Of what does it give the 
details ? Is it of the Nicene Creed ? If not, what does 
it explain ? This question will probably be treated more 
at large in future numbers. 

To the last question we reply — The Church of Eng- 
land and the Church of Rome do not make the same claim 
as interpreters of Holy Writ. The Church of England 
claims to be authorized, as an interpreter, to assist men 
to understand, by aiding the exercise of their own 
reason. In questions of faith she interprets by the 
Catholic Creeds, which are the genuine testimonies and 
tradition of the Church of all ages. She admits no 
other articles of faith but these. She admits no one to 
her communion who does not receive these articles. 
She condemns all interpretations of Scripture contrary 
to these. In other matters relating to religion, she in- 
terprets Scripture by her catechism, her articles, her 
formularies, the teaching of her authorized ministers. 
She claims authority thus to interpret, and she claims 
an attentive hearing, in a tractable spirit ; but she does 
not want any man to submit to these interpretations 
further than she convinces his understanding. 

But the Church of Rome claims a greater authority, 
of interpreting Scripture, at least in some things. She 
claims a power of interpreting some passages of Scrip- 
ture so as to make other articles of faith which are not 
in the ancient Catholic Creeds: she demands us to be- 
lieve these interpretations, whether the reasons which 
she gives convince our understandings or not ; and she 
tells us that we shall be damned to all eternity, as 
heretics, if we do not believe them. In answer to this, 
we ask her — What these interpretations are, and where 
they are to be foundl and she cannot or will not tell us. 
We think this a fair question to put to her, and we beg 
for an answer. 

The Church of England does not claim to do this, or 
profess to have done it ; and we, therefore, think it 
unfair and absurd to ask her to show where she has 
done it. 



THE POWER OF THE PRIEST. 
Ma. Editor — I live in the west of Mayo, where they 
say the priest used to be able to turn boys into foxes and 
hares ; but I'm not such a fool as to believe he can do so 
now ; and indeed I myself was by when one of the turn- 
coats dared him to turn him into a goat, and his reverence 
rode off in a passion, and never made even an offer at 
it. The jumper grinned when he saw him sticking the 
spurs into his old horse, though it was no laughing 
matter in my mind, in these parts, to grin at a priest for 
not being able to work a miracle off-hand that-a-way ; 
and many's the stout boy that not long ago would have 
run far enough before facing a priest, and I'm feared the 
jumper will hear of it yet. But what I want to know 
from you. Mister Editor, is, what you think is the power 
of the priest, and whether his curse really does people 
any harm, and particularly whether my reading your 
paper against his orders is any harm. I used to get it 
myself at the office, when it first came down here ; but 
all of a suddent it was stopped, though I've often thought 
that it was the priest that stopped it, and not the friend 
(whoever he was, good luck to him) that found me 
out to be fond of reading on both sides and sent it 
to me, I am sure for nothing but friendship. My rea- 
son for thinking that it was the priest that stopped it 
is, that the day after I inquired for it, and was told 
there was none that turn for me by the postmaster, who 

is a cousin of Father . Peggy Malowny, who is the 

servant girl that attends to the childerat the house, 
and is a cousin of my own, showed me a torn cover 
with my name on it, which she found at the back of 
the grate in the little parlour behind the shop, where 

Father ■ ■ and two friars had been sitting together, 

examining the directions of the letters, and maybe 
taking a peep at the inside of an odd one or two, 
where they thought it good for the souls of the boys 
that hadn't gone to confession lately. Now, Mr. Editor, 
maybe they wrote "refused" on my paper, and that 
without the postmistress telling any lie, I'll be bound 
the friars tould her ; for sure enough she refused to give 
me the paper, which, no doubt, is all as one as my re- 
fusing to take it. Peggy tells me, that in making up the 
bag betimes, she sees papers sent back to Mr. Curry, in 
Sackville-street, with "refused" written on them ; and 
maybe it is only themselves that refuse to give them to 
the lawful owner, for whom it was sent. I suppose you 
guess that the post-master and mistress goes to mass 
regular, and the priest and friars are most particular in 
their attention to them onst a month, at any rate ; 
maybe, however, it doesn't do any great good to them 
afther all, to be playing false in that way ; for, sure, 
doesn't it make the boys more greedy to get it wherever 
they can get a lone, or a sight of it unknownst to the 
priest? And I can tell you, Mr. Editor, I never rested 
till I made out a friend who shows it to me regular, " be- 



